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CONFERENCE ON TPIE CLEAN AIR ACT 
AMENDMENTS 



TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 1976 



Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Cbmmerce of the 
Bouse of Representatives 

Committee on Public Works , 
of the U.S. Senate 

Washington, D. C. 

The committees met pursuemt to notice at 10:03 a.m., in 
^oom H-140, Capitol ^xiildioa^ Harley 0. Staggers, presiding. 

Present: For the House: Mr. Madigan, Mr. Broyhill, Mr. 
-arter, Mr. Devine, Mr. Staggers, Mr. Rogers, Mr. Satterfield, 
'^r. Preyer, Mr. Symington, Mr. Waxmeui, Mr. Maguire and Mr. 
-amey.. For the Senate: Mr. Domenici, Mr. McClure, Mr. Baker, 



■ir. Muski e,/ Mr. Randolph, Mr. Culver, Mr. Morgan, Mr. Hart eutd 
4r. Gravel. 

Mr. Rogers. I think if we can begin now, hopefully we 
:an oroceed rapidly to present House position in response to 
bhe Senate offer when we concluded. I think all members of the 
louse side have been provided withthe list of House counter- 
offer. 

I think we could make that counteroffer at this time and 

isk the Senate to consider it and then whatever response the 
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Senate makes, the House would be willing to receive. 

Mr. Brovhill. Mr. Chairman, will there be any ooportunity 
on the House side to try to fefine these proposals that are in 
this recommendation? 

Mr. Rogers. If the member wemts to do that, we could 
caucus quicklv. 

Mr. Broyhill. We did not havean opportunity to caucus 
i^esterday. I wondered if there would be an opportunity as we 

tiad orginallv planned at any point for the House because 

there are some concerns that I have over some sections in the 
Senate bill. 

I do not want to delav the conference. If there is a 
Qossibility that we might be agreed here, if the Senate is 
about ready to accept this, I would like to be heard on at 
least^ one section.- 

That is the compliance of the extensions and penalties. •. 5 
/on know, we do have a section in our bill which I think is 
rarkable on getting compliance, date extensions and the penal tiejs 
that mav accrue. 

If the source is at fault, not having proceeded expeditious 
Lv, I like that atjoroach much better than that which is in the 
Senate bill . What I am asking is , caji the House propose that 
^e deleted from the Senate bill and the Hous e provision be 
substituted for it? 

Mr. Rogers. We could include that in the proposal. 
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Mr. Broyhill. Would that be agreeable with the House ' 

Mr. Rogers. To delete the Senate provision on non-compli- 
ance and penalty amd include the House provisions on our countei 
offer on 103 amd 105. 

Vsc\ Wa»pan. I do not agree to that, Mr.Oiairman. 

Mr. Maguire. I do not either. We have a package here 
that is very thoughtfully put together and we have to stick 
with that. 

Mr. Broyhill. Mr. Chairman, the minority number has had 
no opportunity. 

Mr. Rogers. 1 think to present it, it would not be hurt, 
if we could present it. 

Mr. Broyhill. The minority member has had no opportunity 



to be heard on this . 
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Mr. Rogers. -I think this is a point they feel strongly 
about. If we could present it and let it be considered, since 
it is a House TXJsition. 

Mr. McClure. Mr. Chairman — 

Mr. Waxman. With the understanding that there are some 
House conferees that are not in agreement with that position 
aixd would like to not see that ultimately be the position. 

Mr. Rogers. I understand. We would then include a 
deletion of Senate, delete compliance procedures and enforce- 
ment orders and add Section 103 and 105 of the House. 

Mr. Carter. There is one portion of the legislation that 
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eun in doubt about. It seems that there is a compliance date 
extension in the cases in which companies have made agreements, 
binding agreanents , with EP 7 to reconstruct their entire in- 
tallations over a period of years. 

In the case I have in mind, a date for completion , for com- 
pliance would take ten years. I believe in our legislation 



that we have limited that to eight yeeurs, is that correct? 

Mr. Rogers, Five, I think, it was, a five year extension. 

Mr. Carter Five plus three. It may have been changed, 
nywav this refers to one specific company which has remained 
t an agreement with EP. 7 and actually it is not in my area. 

feel in all fairness, since they have bonded themselves to 
18-0,000,000 or $190,000,000 to accomolish this, I would not 
ike to see such a contractor agreement come in under EP, 7 
brogated?L 

Mr. Rogers. They probably already sure under compliance 
greement, arethey not? 

Mr. Carter. Yes, sir, they are but I was afraid this 
aw might nullify that agreement. 

Mr . Rogers . I think we ought to check that for you and 
ee. Let us check and see what is needed. Is there any other 
iscussion? Then the House will present to the Senate the 
ounter offer emd if you would pass these out with the addition 
f Section 103, 105 in the House additions, and deleting 
enate delayed compliance procedure and enforcement orders. 
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We have these sheets that could be — — I do not think on 
your sheets would be this last correction. Under the House 
counter offer, under the word "delete" where we have the 
transportation control and nonattainment , we also have in 
addition, the Senate delayed compliance procedures and enforce- 
ment orders . 

Then it would be adding, under the Rouse Bill sections. 
Section 103 and 105. 

Mr. Waxm2m» X would like to have us also offer the House 
provision of attorneys fees. I feel ours is superior to the 
Senate's. If we are going to include defense of the House 
provisions, I would like tohave that included in our counter- 
offer. 

Mr. Rogers. I think- we have already done it for the 
present, Mr. l^axman. Z asked for additions before we presented 
it. When we come back 

Mr. Waxman. I am sorry, I didnot hear the Chairmem's 
cutting off of the debate, but it seems to me that we are 
getting together to make our presentation to than. I would 
hate to be prejudiced by two minutes. 

I have been here since the beginning, been in every con- 
ference meeting, feel strongly eibout this provision, if my 
House conferees will go along in this provision, I would like 
to have that included, in an offer at this point rather than 
at a later point where it would be inappropriate to counteroffe 
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with something that we did not have the initiative on. 
Mr. Rogers. Jiy objection on the House side? 
Mr. Broyhill. This is what section? 
Mr. Rogers. Our provision on attorneys. 

Mr. Broyhill. This would provide that 

Mr. Rogers. What section is that? I presume there would 
be no objection from the House side since it is a House pro- 
vision. 

Mr. Broyhill • "Provide that the prevailing party 

Mr. Rogers. "May", what is that section? I think it is 
in. there. Section' 3. The staff advised me it is already in 
Section 311. 

Mr.Waxman. Thank you. 
Mr. Rogers. There is no addition? that completes the 
House offer. - 

Mr. Broyhill. That is in Section 311. 
Mr. Rogers. Staff advises that it is. 
Mr. Stafford. So what are you adding, Mr. Chairman? 
Mr. Rogers. We are not adding -anything more. I presume 
the Senate would you like to J^ithdraw, would this be help- 
ful? - 

Mr. Muskie. I just weinted to be sure the offer was 



complete. I like a good br eakfast, not too large a one. You 
presented a pretty large one here today, including some items 
I do not normally eat for breakfsust. 
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' a matter of fact, it would come later in the day that 

I would eat some of these items. Let me make, first of all, 
I think what the Senate conferees need to do is to caucus. We 
will caucus in my Capitol office, which is not too far away 
or one euround the comer because I do not really think it is 
a matter of ten minutes . 

Secondly, let me emphasize the time constraints I have to- 
day. I have two conferences. In addition to that, I have to have 
a meeting of the Senate Budget Committee at some point today 
to consider five waiver resolutions, two of which are very 
controversial and will be time consuming. 

In addition to that, as I have looked over the Senate 
floor schedule, we are going to be interrupted constantly by 
votes. Every conferee ought to face those time constraints 
flatly and unless each of us is inclined to restrain our urge 
to debate or prolong discussion or to press for our own pet 
provisions, we are not going to get anything; 

If this conference is not any moreproductive than the 
other two meetings, as far as. I am concerned, I am going to 
take the next plane home. I am going to get it plain or not 
that this conference wants an agreement. 

If it does not want an agreonent, I am not interested in 
playing games. If you do not want an agreement, say so. There 
is not "fime to play games. The Senate conferees will try to 
meet in a good faith effort to respond to a much larger agenda 
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than we expected. 

I understand the House is urged to add items and has 
favorite items, but you know, 23 additional items is a pretty 
large list. I am sure you have observed Senate conferees 
information and not a prolonged discussion and debate because 
we have our differences too. 

With that simple statement, of the time constraints and 
the need to cut some rough compromises^ the Senate conferees 
will recess at. this point but I think Senator Baker would like 
to say something. 

Mr. Baker. Only briefly. I agree with you that the best 
thing to do is to caucus theSenate conferees at this time. I 
think it ought to be said that we are late in the conference, 
we are late in this week, we are running out of time with this 
oroposal, with these* parts and such detail. 

I think there is little chance that we can get together, 
r think that is too bad. r think we have invested an awful 
Lot in this bill. I think it was a goodeffort on both sides. 
4aybe we should have tried to coordinate a little more before 
we came to conference. 

Maybe we were too ambitious on what we could thrash out 
in conference. One thing Z would like to say, because I have 
three other conferences and a hearing, plus for action today 
and I may not be back much from the others, we are treating 
the automobile industry in a shabbv, shabby, way. 
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We have all said, in our own way, that we have to give 
them some certainty and we have not done it. Frankly, it does 
not look now like we are going to do it. 

• Jt some point, we have to face that and we have to do it. 

Mr. Rogers. May I say, before you leave, I think the 
majority on the House side want a bill. I think we can agree 
today and as soon as the Senate decides what they think is 
reasonable out of this oroposal, then I think we can agree. 

Mr. Carter. Mr. Chairman, the Senator from Maine said 
something about a breakfast and before he departs, I hope this 
period of congeniality and compromise in that spirit, he will 
accept my invitation to come down to Eastern Kentucky and par- 
take at breakfast time of country ham, cat head biscuits and 
red eye gravy that winks at you. 

Mr. Mus&ie. I will even try grits. 

Mr. Rogers. The conference stands in recess until the 
Senate advises that they are ready to proceed. 
(A brief recess was taken.) 

Mr. Staggers. The committee will come to order and every- 
one will get a seat that can find one, and the rest I will 
ask not tor-mover around . • J5 I understand we have made a 
proposition to the Senate and they have caucused on it. 

We would be glad to hear from the Senator from Maine, 
Mr. Muskle. 

Mr. Muskie. Let me apologize for the delay, it was 
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unavoidable. We had two or three roll call votes in the 
interim. Secondly, the Speaker sent preemtbtory word that we 
had to abandon the iroom in which we were caucusing by 12:00, 
so we come to you with something which is not quite complete 
but which we think is sufficiently complete so that over the 
luncheon break, the House conferees could begin consideration 
of the Senate offer and hopefully expedite the- resolution of 
these issues. 

We have prepared here and are ready to distribute to the 

House conferees an 11 point counter offer. Let me at least 
get those distributed before I comment further. These are 
submitted with the following reservations. 

On point three, the Senate conferees have not been able 
to agree finally on the precise details of that counteroffer. 
We would need and xequire additional work on our side . There 
is enoucrh here to crive you the direction in whichwe are moving. 

We would be glad to further develop our position so that 
it will not be debatable on this side. 

On 'point four, there are Senate conferees who would like 
some legislative conference of some legislative histozry 
representing a clarification of understanding on both sides of 
this conference table as to what that proposal would mean. 

On point tan, which is the nondegradation proposal, it 
is our inclination to. set that aside for the moment because as 
conferees , we have not been able to as yet go into the details 
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of the work that the staff have been doing in trying to accommo 
date the two positions . 

We think that it would be useful if we could do some work 
on that so that when we come to you on that one, the Senate 
conferees will not be divided. v/ich thoW 

With those three reservations, number three, four and 
ten, the rest, t think we are in a position to present to you 
as a firm offer and we will try to firm up the others during 
whatever break we teJce for lunch. 

Have I stated the Senate position? I think I have. May 
I say incidentally that number three and four, will include 
a recommendation on report language rather than statutory 
Icmguage as such so that you may know what we are working on. 

Mr. Staggers. The Chairman would like to make .a statement 
first, if I may. I think you have left to the last the most 
important thing. I think without some resolving of that issue, 
if it was resolved, that we could probably the rest of this 
issue in a short time. 

I just believe we are putting it off to the end and saying 
let us do this thing. That is the emissions of the automobile. 

Mr. Muskie. That is in our offer. 

Mr. Staggers. You have it as the last thing and I think 
it really ought to be the first thing. 

Mr. Muskie. You can put it number one if you like. 
Mr. Staggers. I think it ought to be. I think in the 
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minds of most of us here, it is the issue that we can resolve 
all the rest of it but that will fall on this so why all of 
the work on sc»nething . that would resolve the central issue 
thatwe know is blocking this conference. 

I think the rest of it would fall into place. I really 
do. . 

Mr. Maskie» I do not think that issue is blocking the 
Senate conferees but we are willing to take it up any time you 
like. - - 

Mr. Staggers. I think it ought to be the first issue. 
If you all say you are rejecting ours, we have a mandate by 
vote which was bitterly fought on the House floor. We are will- 
ing to compromise to a certain extent but we cannot compromise 
very much. I would say that. 

Mr. Muskie. :If both sides are inflexible on it then we 
might as well use the afternoon for seme other purpose. 

Mr. Staggers. For seme other purpose? I say if we resolve 
this 

Mr. Muskie. You reserve the right of the House (Conferees 
to be adamemt on it, then why move quickly to that posture 
and the Senate could ouickly jump to thatposture too? 

Mr. Staggers. Then we might as well quit. What I am 
saying is we might as well resolve this issue. If we cannot 
resolve it, then quit, without all of this monkey business we 
are doing. 
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I think we can resolve this issue. Senator. 

Mr. Muskie. I came back today only for the purpose of 
trying to resolve these issues, t did not come here with my 
stonewall posture. 

Mr, Staggers. I did not either, I say there is room fet» 
talking. 

Mr, Muskie. What I am tsryin? ^ say to the Chairmzm, 
with little success, apparently, is that this is not the only 
issue the Senate conferees are interested in, there are othier 
issues, the nondegradation issue is a very critical one from 
ourpoint of view. 

I just do not think it is wise to try to precipitate 
all of the issues intd one confrontation. 

Mr. Btaggers. I have never been one to beat around the 
bush and talk to somebody for several hours and finally say thi 
is the issue, when we know what the issue is to start with. 
We might as well face that and I think we can resolve 
the others. 

Mr. J^uskie. You can characterize the conference any way 
you like but it is something 

Mr. Rogers. I think the Senate has certain goodfaith in 
tedcing the House counter proposal and I think this is real 
progress now. I would hope now that the House could caucus. 
We will go over it amd start, we can pd€ that as a number one 
item, and come back withe our proposal. 
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I think we will make real progress. I see that we can 
finish this conference today and get a bill. Thisis sure en- 
couraging and I think the Senate has made significant offers, 
certainly if we caucus , I believe we can really get a bill . 

Mr. Staggers. 1 would be very happy to do that emd talk 
it over because after all, we are going to have to ccane to 
some conclusion which we havenot reached ourselves. 

Mr^ Carter, r notice that the Senate has in this amend- 
men-fc which was deleted and defeated three times a dirty air 
amendment for one large group of people overlooking the others 
There is a sweetheart agreement with one group for dirtj' a4rv 
I cannot agree with it. 

Mr. Muskie. May X urge the conferees at this point, and 
I say this advisedly, I am as capable as anyone in this room 
of standing up on. my hind legs and walking out of this con- 
ference, believe me. 

If we are going to resalve these issues., we had better 
assume that offers on both sides are made in good faith in 
an effort to accommodate differences of opinion on each side. 
If you are not of that disposition, this conference can come 
to a sudden halt damn quickly. 

Mr. Staggers. I say this, if we do not resolve the one 
issue that is at the center, we might just as well quit now. 

Mr. Muskie. It is in your hands to precipitate an end 
to this conference as fast as you wemt. 
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Mr. Staggers. I suggest a Rouse caucus. I suggest we 

resolve this, and if we come back with a counter proposal and 
you do not accept it^ then we will do that. We are going to 
caucus and we will come back to you with one and it is up to 
you then. 

If you want to stop it, youcan stop it there. We will 
adjourn until we caucus together » 
(A brief recess was taken.) 

Mr. Staggers. The connnittee will come to order. Those 
who can get seats, will get seats, those who cannot, better 
stand still. 

The House has ccme up with some propositions to come back 
to the Senate. I would call on our subconmittee chaixmzm, 
Mr. Rogers, to give an explanation to the Senate on what we have 
to submit. 

Mr. Rogers. ' JLl right, sir. On various proposals that 

the Senate asked the House to accept, the House has responded 
as follows. One, the House accepts number two, number three, 
the House accepts, with the suggestion that the two staffs 
get together and work out this lemguage to go into the repoirt 

of the conference and that we would like instead of we are 

ag^eeaJ^le to take out the specific time but would like to 
say as expeditiously as practicaJble or as possible. 

In other words, we axe willing to receed'from setting a 
specific time, but we would like the words included "as 



16 

\ jexpeditiously a? practical;", 

2 We have to get together on the language for the statement, 

3 on number four. The House ^ar ees with number five. We would 

4 



S 
6 
7 
8 

9.' 
10 
. 11 
12 

-:13 

14 
■ 15 

16 
.-17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 
.24 
25 



delete both except we would want to keep in the provision — 
it says, "The court has discretion to set attorney fees." 

On number six, we agree. Number seven, the House agrees. 
Number eight/ the Rouse agrees. Nflinber nine, the Hwse agrees. 
We havenot taken action on ntamber ten, I understand you have 
not, on the nondegradation. 

On number 11, the House 

Mr. Domenici. Could I aslc, on number nine, I was not 
present when we submitted this proposal after our caucus. Does 
that also mean we have agreed on the language with reference 
to a high altitude certification for new cars, the language 
that would go in the repofct? 

Mr. Rogers. I do not think that is agreed. That was not 
a part. 

Mr. Domenici. That was not raised? 

Mr. Rogers. It was not proposed and I do not think it 
is in the scope of the conference, is it? 

Counselor- for Mr. Muskie. He is talking about report 
language, not statutory language. 

Mr. Muskie. It is something we would like to discuss, 
the reoort language. 

Mr. Rogers. Number ten, we took no action, I think the 
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Senate has not yet..* 

On 11, we rejected the House provision. The Chairman and 
the House would like to submit the following proposal, 78 emd 
79, 1.5. 15 and 2, 80.41, 3.4, 2, 81.4, 3.4, 1.0, the one 
knots with a waiver to 2, 82.41, 3.4 and 1.0, one knots with 
the waiver downward.' if the administrator feels the technology 
is avadlidale and practical.. - 

We agree and submit to the Senate the refined language of 
the Tower' Jnendment on euLr conditioner added to car and we also 
ask the Senate to look at the loss of pay where you used inter- 
mittent controls, that the cost of that does not have to be 
borne by those who work at that place of business . 

We do havel language. 

Mr. Staggers. The gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. Broyhill. I justwanted a further clarification of the 
emission standard, that in 1983 and thereafter, the present 
statutue stands as 3.4, .4 would apply 

Mr. Staggers. I do not think so. We have not set that. 

Mr. Rogers. We are not dealing with that at this time. 

Mr. Broyhill. I want that clarification that we are 
not disturbing our amended law on auto emissions standards of 
1983 and thereafter and that is what the law presently is. 
If this were passed and went into the law, the law would then 
read that after 1983 and after, the standard will be .41, 3.4 
and . 4 . 
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Mr. Rogers. What he is saying is the c\irrent law has the 
tatutory stsmdards. Our provision goe s^ to~ch arge up through 
982 but he is saving then that in 1983, 1984 and 1985, your 
tatutorv evidentlv would be continued under oresent law. 

Mr. Staggers. I might say this. In your lamguage you 
ay this, auto emissions, the first, the committee by statute 
as chemged the statutory standards of oxides and oxygen from 
he 0.4 gram per mile to 1 gram per mile and that would be from 
owand on thereafter in the law unless it is changed according 
o your statute. 

Mr. Muskie. My impression is that the .4 is not in 
onference. 

Mr. Staggers. It is not. 

Mr. Broyhill. I did not say that. I just wanted to point 
lUt — . 

Mn; Muskie. I understand your point but it seems to 
e — - 

Mr. Broyhill. I am not saying it is in the House pro- 
osal, I am just saying if we adopt the* House proposal which 
have objected to that the .4 would then apply in 1983. In 
ther words, present law would apply in 1983. 

Mr. Muskie. If that is the effect of the proposal, I 
hink the proposal to that extent is outside of the conference. 

Mr. Staggers. You can change that by putting in your 
wn language. 



1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9, 
10 

. n 

12 
-. 13 
. 14 
- 15 

16 
,17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 
23 
.24 
25 



19 

Mr. Muskie. We Intended to leave .4 as a research objectivje, 
We have a roll call on the Weather Modification Act that might 
help the climate of this conference. Aiyway I think the con- 
ference climate has been improved remarkably by this proposal. 

I think since we have to go to the roll call, if we could 
find la meeting room and then meet on this and the degradation 
we could come back to !Pou with a response and maybe our action 
on the nondegradation action. 

Mr. Rogers. I think that would be good, if you could make 
us a proposal. 

Mr. Staggers. Try to fcesolve that then. 
Mr, Rogers. That would be good. 

Mr. Staggers. We have gone over your language and we find 
you have not made a concrete proposal. 

Mr. Muskie. Would you like to come back at 5:30. 
Mr. Staggers. That suits me. 
Mr. Rogers. Can we meet here? 
Mr. Staggers. I do not see why not. 

Mr. Muskie. I assiime you will be using this room for your 
discussion of nondegradation. Could we come back and use this 

room? 

Mr. Staggers. Sure. 

Mr. Maguire. Do. you have something on nondegradation to 
leave with us? 

Mr. Rogers. Not yet. 
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Mr. Muskie. > €anvwennake it 6; 00 because otherwise we 
might keep you waiting. 

Mr. Domenici. Might' I ask that two itans that require 
Doint staff work, that if they can try to, I thinklitiis impor- 
kant to the Senate proposed that the language on item three be 
discussed for the reports 

We have an agreement but without report language, we do 
not on item three. & you recall, the Senate caucus was very 
firm on that. 

Mr. Muskie. The staffs will try to work out something on 

that. 

Mr. Dc»nenici. On that high altitude certification even if 
it is out of the scope of what we wemt to discuss as part of 
the report language. We have a proposal with reference to that 
aspect, 

Mr. Rogers. Can the staffs get together then? 
Mr. Muskie. The staffs will get together on that and we 
will try to come back about 6:00. 
Mr. Staggers. 6:00. 
( I recess was taken . ) 

Mr. Staggers. The committee will come to order. • I 
have said before, everyone get a seat. When we closed, we had 
made a proposition to the Senate on the proposals. I would 
like to hBax from the Senator if we might. 

Mr.Muskiei, I think it is clear the gap is closing. The 
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Senate is Interested in contributing to that. Z will ask 
Leon to present what the Senate has done. We were a little 
delayed because we were in one of those periods having a lot 
of roll call votes as a way of filibustering. 

It is hard to concentrate, to do that and reassemble. 

Mr. Staggers. We understand that. 

Mr. Muskie. We havesome proposals that hopefully will 
help maintain the momentum. 

Counselor for Muskie. With respect of the offer of the 
Senate to the House, the House raised three additional issues, 
the Senate conferees agreed to the House language on attorneys 
fees . 

Jnendment to Subsection 113 and amendment to Section 307, 
the Senate conferees rejected the House proposal on loss of * 
pay. The Senate conferees have still not had a chance to talk 
about the sunendment on the Tower air conditioning proir<ision. 

S to automobiles, the Senate conferees have agreed to 
present the following proposal to the House for 1979, .4, 3.4, 
2.0. The same number is applicable in 1980. For 1981 and 
thereafter, .4, 3.4 and 1.0 with the Senate knots research 
ob^Jective . 

Mr. Muskie. There is emother vote in the Senate. 

Mr. Rogers. I wonder if we may 

Mr. Staggers. I was going to say before you do go, this 
is almost identical on the car thing that ours is . I am glad 



that we are as close as we are on this because I think we are 
really getting close. 

Mr. Rogers. I would move then that the Eouse present 
House significant deterioration section with the changes that 
the staff will go through and the Senate could consider those. 
Perhaps you could caucus on that while we caucus on the auto 
and come back. 

Mr. Muskie. 711 right. 

Kr» Rogers. (Smnot we do this? It seems to me we have 

to handle this tonight if we want to get this right. This 
is the only thing remaining. 

Mr. Muskie. We will be in session in the Senate tonight 
until nine «myway. 

Mr. Rogers. Let us give this proposal to you anyhow which 
we have submitted and ask you to caucus if you will. 

Mr, Staggers. Will you take this proposal, you know what 
it is. You talk to them about it, see what we can get, what 
words we can get out. 

(The •'Joint'.Gonferenxie was adjourned.) 



